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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 and 15 are objected to because of tine following informalities: 
Claim 1 line 1 and claim 15 line 1, the phrase "organising" has a spelling error. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-9xs are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the second area" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 15 is confusing. It is missing the words such as "comprising" or "including" 
which distinguish the meat and the pre-amble of the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 has been met. "Storage" in the specification is presented as 
"storage devices can be general purpose computer storage devices such as magnetic 
disks. CD-ROMs, DVD, etc." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-21 and 23-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Madrane (6573907). 

Re claim 1 , Madrane discloses a data handling device comprising a display 
(column 2 lines 1 -2 for example) for displaying representations of the media objects 
(see figure 17, 18, root images for example), data storage means (see column 20 lines 
24-26 for example) for allocating metadata tags (see column 13 line 66 to column 14 
line 1, information designating these objects as "extractable" for example) to the media 
objects, an input device (interface viewer unit for example) comprising means to allow a 
representation of a selected media object to be moved into a region of the display 
representing a selected set of metadata tags (see figurers 17-18 for example), and 
means for causing the selected set of tags to be applied to the media object (see 
column 1 3 line 66 to column 1 4 line 3 for example). 

Re claim 2, Madrane discloses a data handling device, configured to allow a 
user to generate additional metadata tags (see column 15, lines 18-20, additional text 
for example) having new values, such that the media objects may be further 
categorized. 
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Re claim 3, Madrane discloses a data handling device, configured to provide a 
view of media objects to which one or more of a predetermined plurality of metadata 
tags have been applied (see figure 43 for example). 

Re claim 4, Madrane discloses a data handling device, configured to provide a 
view of media objects to which each of a predetermined plurality of metadata tags have 
been applied (see figure 35 for example). 

Re claim 5, Madrane discloses a data handling device, wherein means are 
provided to provide user control of the maximum number of metadata tag sets to be 
displayed (define how many, see column 7 Iine27 for example). 

Re claim 6, Madrane discloses a data handling device, in which 
representations of the media objects are capable of being moved between regions of 
the display area representing sets of metadata tags having pre-defined values (identify 
which are "hot objects", see column 7 lines 30-31 for example). 

Re claim 7, Madrane discloses a data handling device, comprising means for 
removing a representation of a selected media object from one display area and adding 
it to another, thereby applying the metadata tag set associated with the second area to 
the selected media object in place of the set of metadata tags associated with the first 
area (see column 7 lines 30-33 for example). 

Re claim 8, Madrane discloses a data handling device wherein a representation 
of a media object selected from a display area associated with a first metadata tag set 
applied to the media object may remain there whilst a copy of the selected media 
object is placed in a second area, thereby applying the metadata tag set associated with 
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the second area to the media object in addition to the set associated with the first area 
(see column 20 lines 45-50 for example). 

Re claim 9, Madrane discloses a data handling device, providing means for 
indicating the number of media objects associated with a given set of metadata tags 
(column 7 lines 25-31 for example). 

Re claim 10, Madrane discloses a data handling device, providing means for 
indicating the number of metadata tags associated with one or more media objects 
(define how many... what image information, see column 7 lines 25-37 for example). 

Re claim 11, Madrane discloses a data handling device, providing means for 
identifying media objects to which no metadata tags have been applied by providing a 
display area representing an empty set (identify which objects in the scene are "hot 
objects", see column 7 lines 30-34 for example). 

Re claim 12, Madrane discloses a data handling device, providing means for 
selecting a subset of the media objects for allocating a given set of metadata tags ("hot 
objects" and what image information will be displayed, see column 7 lines 30-34 for 
example). 

Re claim 13, Madrane discloses a data handling device, providing means for 
making the size of the display area allocated to each set of metadata tags proportional 
to the number of media objects portrayed therein (see column 5 lines 34-40 for 
example). 
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Re claim 14, Madrane discloses a computer program or suite of computer 
programs for use with one or more computers to provide any of tlie apparatus as set out 
in claim 1 (see column 2 line 10 for example). 

Re claim 15, Madrane discloses a method of organizing and storing media 
objects for subsequent retrieval, the media objects being represented in a display, and 
in which metadata tags are applied to the media objects by selecting an individual 
media object from the display, and causing a set of metadata tags to be applied to the 
selected media object by placing a representation of the selected media object in a 
region of the display selected to represent the set of tags to be applied (see column 7 
lines 25-35 for example). 

Re claim 16, Madrane discloses a method, in which a user may generate 
additional metadata tags having new values, such that the media objects may be further 
categorized (see column 15 lines 17-20 for example). 

Re claim 17, Madrane discloses a method, wherein a view is provided of media 
objects to which one or more of a predetermined plurality of metadata tags have been 
applied (see column 15 lines 17-20, see figure 43 for example). 

Re claim 18, Madrane discloses a method, wherein a view is provided of media 
objects to which each of a predetermined plurality of metadata tags have been applied 
(see figure 35 for example). 

Re claim 19, Madrane discloses a method, wherein provision is made to control 
the maximum number of categories to be displayed (define how many, see column 7 
line 27 for example). 
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Re claim 20, Madrane discloses a method, in which representations of the 
media objects are moved between regions of the display area representing sets of 
metadata tags having pre-defined values (see column 7 lines 30-31 for example). 

Re claim 21, Madrane discloses a method, wherein a representation of a media 
object is selected from a first display area associated with a first metadata tag set, and a 
copy of the selected representation is placed in a second area whilst the original 
representation remains in the first area, thereby applying the metadata tag set 
associated with the second area to the media object, in addition to the set associated 
with the first area (see column 20 lines 45-50 for example). 

Re claim 23, Madrane discloses a method, wherein the number of media 
objects associated with a given set of metadata tags is indicated (see column 7 lines 
25-31 for example). 

Re claim 24, Madrane discloses a method, wherein the number of metadata 
tags associated with one or more media objects is indicated (see column 7 lines 25-37 
for example). 

Re claim 25, Madrane discloses a method, wherein media objects to which no 
metadata tags have been applied are identified by providing a display area representing 
an empty set (see column 7 lines 25-37 for example). 

Re claim 26, Madrane discloses a method, wherein a subset of the media 
objects may be selected for allocation of a given set of metadata tags (see column 7 
lines 25-35 for example). 
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Re claim 27, Madrane discloses a method, wherein the size of the display area 
allocated to each set of metadata tags is proportional to the number of media objects 
portrayed therein (see column 5 lines 34-40 for example). 

Re claim 28, Madrane discloses a computer program or suite of computer 
programs for use with one or more computers to provide the method of claim 15 (see 
column 2 line 10 for example). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

9. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Madrane 
Re claim 22, Madrane substantially discloses a method as set forth in claim 20 

above. Madrane does not explicitly disclose a representation of a selected media object 
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may be removed from a first display area associated with one metadata tag set when 
added to a second display area, thereby applying the set of metadata tags associated 
with the second display area to the selected media item in place of the set of metadata 
tags associated with the firs display area. Madrane teaches of applying the set of 
metadata tags associated with the second display area to the selected media Item In 
place of the set of metadata tags associated with the firs display area when added to a 
second display area. Deleting functions are well known. It would have been an obvious 
matter of design choice to have a representation of a selected media object may be 
removed from a first display area associated with one metadata tag set when added to 
a second display area, since such a modification would have involved the mere 
application of a known technique to a piece of prior art ready for improvement. Where a 
claimed improvement on a device or apparatus is no more than "the simple substitution 
of one known element for another or the mere application of a known technique to a 
piece of prior art ready for improvement," the claim is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 USPQ.2d 1509, 1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (citing KSR v. 
Teleflex, 127 S.Ct. 1727, 1740, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1396 (2007)). Accordingly Applicant 
claims a combination that only unites old elements with no change In the respective 
functions of those old elements, and the combination of those elements yields 
predictable results; absent evidence that the modifications necessary to effect the 
combination of elements is uniquely challenging or difficult for one of ordinary skill in the 
art, the claim is unpatentable as obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 
USPQ.2d at 1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (citing KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1740, 82 USPQ2d at1396. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to Jinhee J. Lee whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1977. The examiner can normally be reached on M- F at 8:30AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-2100 ext. 74. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jinhee J Lee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 
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